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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
 
 
STATE OF IDAHO,    ) 
      ) 
 Plaintiff-Respondent,  ) NO. 43961 
      ) 
v.      ) ADA COUNTY NO. CR 2015-13893 
      ) 
SANDRA J. SHAFFER,   )  
      ) APPELLANT’S BRIEF 
 Defendant-Appellant.  ) 
________________________________ ) 
 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
 
Nature of the Case 
 
 Sandra J. Shaffer was sentenced to a unified term of five years, with two years 
fixed, following her conviction for leaving the scene of an accident resulting in injury or 
death.  She contends the district court abused its discretion when it imposed this 
sentence considering the mitigating factors that exist in this case—most importantly, the 
fact that Ms. Shaffer did not leave the scene of the accident before ensuring the injured 
person was receiving aid.   
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Statement of the Facts and Course of Proceedings 
 
On June 27, 2015, Ms. Shaffer was driving a vehicle which she allegedly had 
stolen when she struck a bicyclist, resulting in injury to the cyclist.  (Presentence 
Investigation Report (“PSI”), pp.2-3.)  Ms. Shaffer parked the vehicle and saw the cyclist 
was being attended to, but panicked and ran away before the police arrived.  (PSI, p.3; 
11/16/15 Tr., p.15, Ls.4-23.)  Ms. Shaffer was charged by Information with grand theft, 
leaving the scene of an accident resulting in injury or death, and driving without 
privileges (more than two within five years).  (R., pp.34-35.)  The parties entered into an 
agreement pursuant to which Ms. Shaffer pled guilty to leaving the scene of an accident 
and, in return, the State dismissed the other charges and recommended a unified 
sentence of five years, with two years fixed.  (R., pp.39, 42.)  The district court accepted 
Ms. Shaffer’s guilty plea and sentenced her to a unified term of five years, with two 
years fixed.  (11/16/15 Tr., p.17, Ls.9-11; R., pp.39, 53.)   
The judgment was entered on January 28, 2016, and Ms. Shaffer filed a timely 
notice of appeal on February 16, 2016.  (R., pp.54-56, 60-62.)  On May 2, 2016, 
Ms. Shaffer filed a motion pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 35 (“Rule 35”) for 
reconsideration of sentence.1  (Mot. to Augment, Ex. A.)  The State filed an objection to 
Ms. Shaffer’s motion.  (Mot. to Augment, Ex. B.)  The district court denied the motion on 
June 23, 2016.2  (Mot. to Augment, Ex. C.)    
 
                                            
1 The Clerk’s Record does not contain copies of Ms. Shaffer’s Rule 35 motion, the 
State’s objection, and the district court’s order.  Simultaneously with the filing of this 
brief, Ms. Shaffer is filing a Motion to Augment the Record to include copies of these 
documents.   
2 Ms. Shaffer does not challenge the district court’s denial of her Rule 35 motion. 
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ISSUE 
Did the district court abuse its discretion when it sentenced Ms. Shaffer to a unified term 
of five years, with two years fixed, considering the mitigating factors that exist in this 
case? 
 
ARGUMENT 
The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Sentenced Ms. Shaffer To A Unified 
Term Of Five Years, With Two Years Fixed, Considering The Mitigating Factors That 
Exist In This Case 
 
Ms. Shaffer asserts that, given any view of the facts, her unified sentence of five 
years, with two years fixed, for leaving the scene of an accident resulting in injury or 
death, is excessive.  Where, as here, the sentence imposed by the district court is within 
statutory limits, “the appellant bears the burden of demonstrating that it is a clear abuse 
of discretion.”  State v. Miller, 151 Idaho 828, 834 (2011) (quoting State v. Windom, 150 
Idaho 873, 875 (2011)).  “When a trial court exercises its discretion in sentencing, ‘the 
most fundamental requirement is reasonableness.’”  Id. (quoting State v. Hooper, 119 
Idaho 606, 608 (1991)).  “A sentence is reasonable if it appears necessary to 
accomplish the primary objective of protecting society and to achieve any or all of the 
related goals of deterrence, rehabilitation or retribution.”  Id. (citation omitted).  “When 
reviewing the reasonableness of a sentence this Court will make an independent 
examination of the record, ‘having regard to the nature of the offense, the character of 
the offender and the protection of the public interest.’”  Id. (quoting State v. Shideler, 
103 Idaho 593, 594 (1982)). 
The sentence imposed upon Ms. Shaffer was not reasonable considering the 
nature of the offense.  Leaving the scene of an accident resulting in injury or death is 
certainly a serious crime but, as the district court recognized, the “most important[ ]” 
 4 
reason this conduct is criminalized is “to make sure that the [injured] person receives 
the aid that they need when there’s an injury accident.”  (1/25/16 Tr., p.21, Ls.5-7.)  In 
this case, there is absolutely no dispute that Ms. Shaffer did not leave the scene of the 
accident before ensuring the cyclist she hit was receiving aid.  She parked her vehicle 
immediately after striking the cyclist, and remained on scene for approximately eight 
minutes.  (PSI, p.3.)  During that period of time, the injured cyclist received aid from 
multiple people, including a man who may have had some medical training and a 
woman who contacted the cyclist’s family.  (1/25/16 Tr., p.7, L.20 – p.8, L.5.)  
Ms. Shaffer fled on foot before the police arrived, but she did not leave the cyclist to 
fend for himself.  (PSI, p.3; 1/25/16 Tr., p.16, Ls.18-21.)  While this conduct is not 
commendable, it does not warrant the lengthy sentence imposed.   
 The sentence imposed upon Ms. Shaffer was also not reasonable considering 
Ms. Shaffer’s character.  Ms. Shaffer was a victim of spousal abuse.  (PSI, pp.13, 16.)  
Adding to this trauma, she lost two children in car accidents and, understandably, was 
in shock after hitting the cyclist.  (PSI, p.27.)  She suffers from amphetamine 
dependence, a mood disorder, generalized anxiety disorder and ADHD.  (PSI, p.32.)  
Ms. Shaffer accepted responsibility for her conduct and expressed true remorse at 
sentencing.  She said: 
I would like to express my sincere apologies to [the victim] and his family 
for everything that has happened.  I hope and pray that this will not affect 
your life in a negative way, but I know that I really hurt you in this accident, 
and I feel horrible about this, and even worse about the way that I reacted.   
 
It is important for me to let you know that I would never intentionally ever 
hurt you or anyone, for that matter, in this way and this was an accident.  
And I feel very remorseful for the way I reacted after the accident 
happened.  I pray that you can forgive me and maybe even allow me to 
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make this up to you and your family some way more than just me paying 
restitution, to at least allow me to replace your bike and gear. 
 
If given a chance, I know that you would find that I’m not really a bad 
person, but that I made a bad decision in a stressful situation and handled 
everything completely the wrong way and that I’m deeply sorry for my 
actions and everything that has happened. 
 
(1/25/16 Tr., p.18, L.17 – p.19, L.13.)  The district court should have placed greater 
emphasis on Ms. Shaffer’s character and, in particular, her expression of remorse, in 
fashioning her sentence. 
Finally, the sentence imposed upon Ms. Shaffer was not reasonable considering 
the protection of the public.  The GAIN evaluator recommended intensive outpatient 
treatment, which Ms. Shaffer could have undertaken in a community setting.  (PSI, 
p.40.)  She had been accepted into the Victory in Christ halfway house and Rising Sun 
Sober Living prior to sentencing.  (PSI, pp.30, 55.)  Ms. Shaffer successfully completed 
a rider in 1997, and could have benefited from participating in another rider.  (1/25/16 
Tr., p.15, Ls.14-17.)  Counsel for Ms. Shaffer recommended probation or a period of 
retained jurisdiction.  (1/25/16 Tr., p.18, Ls.2-14.)  Either of these sentences would have 
been far more appropriate.   
Considering the mitigating factors that exist in this case, and notwithstanding the 
aggravating factors, the district court abused its discretion when it sentenced 
Ms. Shaffer to a unified term of five years, with two years fixed. 
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CONCLUSION 
 
 Ms. Shaffer requests that the Court reduce her sentence as it deems appropriate 
or vacate her sentence and remand this case to the district court for resentencing.  
 DATED this 15th day of July, 2016. 
      __________/s/_______________ 
      ANDREA W. REYNOLDS 
      Deputy State Appellate Public Defender 
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